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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is issued in response to applicant's amendment filed June 18, 2008. 

2. Claims 1-2,4,6-9,1 1-13,15-22,24,26-33, and 35-37 are presented. No claims 
were added and claims 3,5,10,14,23,25,and 34 are cancelled. 

3. Claims 1-2,4,6-9,1 1-13,15-22,24,26-33, and 35-37 are pending. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed June 18, 2008, have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-2,4,6-9,1 1,15-22,24,26-31, and 35-37, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Travis (US Patent Application No. 
20040215607) filed April 25, 2003, in view of Emens (US Patent No. 6,745,178) filed 
April 28, 2000. 



Regarding Claims 1 and 21, Travis discloses a method comprising: 
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obtaining from an index a search result associated with a current search 
query ([0004], lines 1-8, Travis), the search result comprising a first article 
identifier (Fig.2A; [0026], lines 8-10, Travis) 1 ; 

providing a content display comprising a second article identifier (Fig.2A; 
[0026], lines 12-14, Travis) 2 . However, Travis is silent with respect to comparing 
the current search query to a previous search query. On the other hand, Emens 
discloses comparing the current search query to a previous search query 
(Abstract, Emens). Travis and Emens are analogous art because they are from 
the same field of endeavor of processing queries and locating documents. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Emens' teachings into the Travis system. A skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to combine in order to provide a more 
efficient query execution system. Therefore, the combination of Travis in view of 
Emens, disclose responsive at least in part to the current search query and the 
previous search query differing by more than a predetermined amount, updating 
the content display (column 6, lines 12-32, Emens); and responsive at least in 
part to the current search query and the previous search query not differing by 
more than the predetermined amount, not updating the content display 3 . 



1 Examiner Notes: Fig.2A, item 266 corresponds to the first article identifier. 

2 Examiner Notes: Fig.2A, the second results 260-2, represent the second article identifier. 

3 Examiner Notes: Since the above response differs by more than a predetermined amount, the updating 
of the display occurs, therefore, it is obvious for the step of updating not to occur if the queries do not 
differ by more than the predetermined amount. 
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Regarding Claims 2 and 22, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method wherein the first article identifier comprises a first relevancy 
measure, and the second article identifier comprises a second relevancy 
measure (Fig.2A; [0026], lines 8-14, Travis) 4 . 

Regarding Claims 4 and 24, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method further comprising updating the content display responsive 
at least in part to the first relevancy measure exceeding the second relevancy 
measure ([0029], Travis). 

Regarding Claims 6 and 26, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method wherein the predetermined amount is expressed as a 
percentage (column 1 1 , lines 62-64, Emens). 

Regarding Claims 7 and 27, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method wherein the predetermined amount is expressed as a 
number of query terms (column 7, lines 20-25 and column 8, lines 6-14, Emens). 

Regarding Claims 8 and 28, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method wherein the predetermined amount is expressed as a 



4 Examiner Notes: Fig.2A, item 268 corresponds to the first relevancy measure and item 274 corresponds 
to the second relevancy measure. 
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specified percentage of terms in the current search query (column 1 1 , lines 62- 
64, Emens). 

Regarding Claim 9, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, disclose a 
method comprising: 

obtaining from an index a search result associated with a current search 
query ([0004], lines 1-8, Travis), the search result comprising a first article 
identifier (Fig.2A; [0026], lines 8-10, Travis); 

providing a content display comprising a second article identifier (Fig.2A; 
[0026], lines 12-14, Travis); 

comparing the first article identifier to the second article identifier ([0029], 
Travis); 

responsive at least in part to the first article identifier and the second 
article identifier being different, updating the content display (column 6, lines 35- 
47, Emens); and 

responsive at least in part to the first article identifier and the second 
article identifier not being different, not updating the content display 5 . 

Regarding Claims 1 1 and 31 , the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method further comprising updating the content display responsive 



5 Examiner Notes: It would be obvious to not update the content display when the first and second 
identifiers are not different, since the content display is updated when the first and second identifiers are 
different. 
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at least in part to an outcome of monitoring a mouse pointer associated with the 
content display ([0025], Travis). 

Regarding Claims 1 5 and 35, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method wherein updating the content display comprises replacing 
the first article identifier with the second article identifier ([0027], Travis). 

Regarding Claims 1 6 and 36, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method wherein the first article identifier comprises a first plurality of 
article identifiers and the second article identifier comprises a second plurality of 
article identifiers and further comprising replacing the second plurality of article 
identifiers with the first plurality of article identifiers (Fig.2A; [0027], Travis). 

Regarding Claims 1 7 and 37, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method wherein the first article identifier comprises a first plurality of 
article identifiers and the second article identifier comprises a second plurality of 
article identifiers and further comprising merging the first plurality of article 
identifiers with the second plurality of article identifiers (Fig.2A; [0029], lines 1-4, 
Travis). 
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Regarding Claims 18-20, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose the method wherein the index comprises a global index ([0055], Travis) 
and a local index ([0003], lines 1-9, Travis). 



Regarding Claim 29, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, disclose 
the method further comprising updating the content display responsive at least in 
part to an outcome of a comparison between the first article identifier to the 
second article identifier ([0029], Travis). 

Regarding Claim 30, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, disclose 
the method wherein the outcome is that the first article identifier and the second 
article identifier are different ([0029], Travis). 

7. Claims 12-13 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Travis (US Patent Application No. 20040215607) filed April 25, 
2003, in view of Emens (US Patent No. 6,745,178) filed April 28, 2000, and further 
in view of Petropoulos (US Patent No. 7,047,502) filed September 24, 2001. 

Regarding Claims 1 2 and 32, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
disclose all of the claimed subject matter as stated above. However, the 
combination of Travis in view of Emens, are silent with respect to the mouse 
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pointer not active in the content display. On the other hand, Petropoulos 
discloses the mouse pointer not active in the content display (column 7, lines 23- 
41, Petropoulos). Travis, Emens, and Petropoulos are analogous art because 
they are from the same field of endeavor of webpage searching on the Internet or 
Intranet. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate Petropoulos' teachings into the Travis and Emens 
system. A skilled artisan would have been motivated to combine as suggested by 
Petropoulos at column 2, lines 54-62, in order to provide preview information, 
which contains relevant information in the results list. As a result, improving the 
efficiency of analyzing search results and using the data gathered to refine and 
improve the search process. 

Regarding Claims 13 and 33, the combination of Travis in view of Emens, 
and further in view of Petropoulos, disclose the method wherein the outcome is 
that the mouse pointer is not approaching the content display (column 7, lines 
57-62, Petropoulos). 

ALSO: 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-2,4,6-9, 11, 15-22,24,26-31, and 35-37, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Travis (US Patent Application No. 
20040215607) filed April 25, 2003, in view of Denny (US Patent No. 7,082,428) filed 
September 16, 2002. 

Regarding Claims 1 and 21 , Travis discloses a method comprising: 
obtaining from an index a search result associated with a current search 
query ([0004], lines 1-8, Travis), the search result comprising a first article 
identifier (Fig.2A; [0026], lines 8-10, Travis) 6 ; 

providing a content display comprising a second article identifier (Fig.2A; 
[0026], lines 12-14, Travis) 7 . However, Travis is silent with respect to comparing 
the current search query to a previous search query. On the other hand, Denny 
discloses comparing the current search query to a previous search query 
(Abstract, Denny). Travis and Denny are analogous art because they are from 
the same field of endeavor of searching large massive information networks. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Denny's teachings into the Travis system. A skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to combine in order to provide a search 



Examiner Notes: Fig.2A, item 266 corresponds to the first article identifier. 
7 Examiner Notes: Fig.2A, the second results 260-2, represent the second article identifier. 
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system, which requires the appropriate amount of bandwidth that is necessary 
along with a more flexible back-end process. Therefore, the combination of 
Travis in view of Denny, disclose responsive at least in part to the current search 
query and the previous search query differing by more than a predetermined 
amount, updating the content display (column 5, lines 1-22, Denny); and 
responsive at least in part to the current search query and the previous search 
query not differing by more than the predetermined amount, not updating the 
content display 8 . 

Regarding Claims 2 and 22, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method wherein the first article identifier comprises a first relevancy 
measure, and the second article identifier comprises a second relevancy 
measure (Fig.2A; [0026], lines 8-14, Travis) 9 . 

Regarding Claims 4 and 24, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method further comprising updating the content display responsive 
at least in part to the first relevancy measure exceeding the second relevancy 
measure ([0029], Travis). 



Examiner Notes: See explanation above. 
9 Examiner Notes: Fig.2A, item 268 corresponds to the first relevancy measure and item 274 corresponds 
to the second relevancy measure. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/81 4,056 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2161 

Regarding Claims 6 and 26, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method wherein the predetermined amount is expressed as a 
percentage (column 5, lines 7-10, Denny). 

Regarding Claims 7 and 27, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method wherein the predetermined amount is expressed as a 
number of query terms (column 5, lines 10-20, Denny). 

Regarding Claims 8 and 28, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method wherein the predetermined amount is expressed as a 
specified percentage of terms in the current search query (column 5, lines 7-10, 
Denny). 

Regarding Claims 9 and 29, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method further comprising updating the content display responsive 
at least in part to an outcome of a comparison between the first article identifier 
to the second article identifier ([0029], Travis). 

Regarding Claim 30, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, disclose 
the method wherein the outcome is that the first article identifier and the second 
article identifier are different ([0029], Travis). 
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Regarding Claims 1 1 and 31 , the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method further comprising updating the content display responsive 
at least in part to an outcome of monitoring a mouse pointer associated with the 
content display ([0025], Travis). 

Regarding Claims 15 and 35, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method wherein updating the content display comprises replacing 
the first article identifier with the second article identifier ([0027], Travis). 

Regarding Claims 16 and 36, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method wherein the first article identifier comprises a first plurality of 
article identifiers and the second article identifier comprises a second plurality of 
article identifiers and further comprising replacing the second plurality of article 
identifiers with the first plurality of article identifiers (Fig.2A; [0027], Travis). 

Regarding Claims 17 and 37, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method wherein the first article identifier comprises a first plurality of 
article identifiers and the second article identifier comprises a second plurality of 
article identifiers and further comprising merging the first plurality of article 
identifiers with the second plurality of article identifiers (Fig.2A; [0029], lines 1-4, 
Travis). 
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Regarding Claims 18-20, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose the method wherein the index comprises a global index ([0055], Travis) 
and a local index ([0003], lines 1-9, Travis). 



10. Claims 12-13 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Travis (US Patent Application No. 20040215607) filed April 25, 
2003, in view of Denny (US Patent No. 7,082,428) filed September 16, 2002, and 
further in view of Petropoulos (US Patent No. 7,047,502) filed September 24, 2001. 

Regarding Claims 12 and 32, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
disclose all of the claimed subject matter as stated above. However, the 
combination of Travis in view of Denny, are silent with respect to the mouse 
pointer not active in the content display. On the other hand, Petropoulos 
discloses the mouse pointer not active in the content display (column 7, lines 23- 
41, Petropoulos). Travis, Denny, and Petropoulos are analogous art because 
they are from the same field of endeavor of webpage searching on the Internet or 
Intranet. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate Petropoulos' teachings into the Travis and Denny 
system. A skilled artisan would have been motivated to combine as suggested by 
Petropoulos at column 2, lines 54-62, in order to provide preview information, 
which contains relevant information in the results list. As a result, improving the 
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efficiency of analyzing search results and using the data gathered to refine and 
improve the search process. 

Regarding Claims 1 3 and 33, the combination of Travis in view of Denny, 
and further in view of Petropoulos, disclose the method wherein the outcome is 
that the mouse pointer is not approaching the content display (column 7, lines 
57-62, Petropoulos). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant argues, Emens does not disclose "responsive at least in part to 
the current search query and the previous search query differing by more than a 
predetermined amount, updating the content display" and "responsive at least in 
part to the current search query and the previous search query not differing by 
more than the predetermined amount, not updating the content display". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Emens teaches a query "view cafe" that the Nth 
user previously entered now appears in the published query area and the link "East 
Side Cafe..." from the answer set now appears in the published result area. The 
published query and published answer will also appear in the corresponding published 
query and published answers area on other clients operated by other users whose 
queries are sufficiently similar that they meet a predetermined threshold criterion for 
similarity (see col. 5, lines 35-45 and col. 6, lines 12-32). As understood by the Emens 
reference, previously entered queries and answers are published (i.e. displayed) to 
other users whose queries do not differ by more than a predetermined amount (i.e. 
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threshold), then the previously published answers are given to the users (i.e., not 
updating the display). The examiner interprets the same published answers to 
correspond to the display not being updated because the submitted answers are 
already known information. As such, it would be obvious that since the display is not 
updated when the queries do not differ by more than a predetermined amount, that 
when the queries do differ by a predetermined amount to update the display with the 
correct information. Therefore, applicant's assertions that Emens updating scheme is 
the opposite of the updating elements of the claimed invention are invalid. 

Applicant argues, Denny does not disclose "responsive at least in part to 
the current search query and the previous search query differing by more than a 
predetermined amount, updating the content display" and "responsive at least in 
part to the current search query and the previous search query not differing by 
more than the predetermined amount, not updating the content display". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Denny teaches a database that stores 
previously executed queries, results and ratings of the results. A server is allowed to 
provide the previously obtained results when the stored query and the new query are 
substantially similar (see col.4, lines 43-50). The "substantially similarity" is defined in 
various ways, which are described within Denny at col. 5, lines 7-20. As such, since the 
queries are similar the content is not updated, but instead the previous results are 
maintained. More details and examples of this are found at col. 6, lines 40-64. 



Application/Control Number: 10/814,056 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2161 

Applicant argues, Travis does not disclose the newly amended feature 
"responsive at least in part to the first article identifier and the second article 
identifier not being different, not updating the content display". 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the newly amended claim 9 has been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Points of Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHELCIE DAYE whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3891 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 7:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Apu Mofiz can be reached on 571-272-4080. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Chelcie Daye 
Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2100 
August 27, 2008 

/Apu M Mofiz/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2161 



